
GOVERNMENT OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 
BOARD OF ZONING ADJUSTMENT 

A p p l i c a t i o n  No. 13679, of R u s s e l l  Hughes p u r s u a n t  t o  Paragraph  
8207.11 of  t h e  Zoning R e g u l a t i o n s ,  f o r  a v a r i a n c e  f r o m  t h e  
minimum l o t  area r e q u i r e m e n t s  (Sub- sec t ion  3301.1)  t o  i n c r e a s e  
t h e  number of  u n i t s  i n  an  e x i s t i n g  apa r tmen t  house f r o m  t h r e e  
u n i t s  t o  s i x  u n i t s  i n  a n  R-4 D i s t r i c t  a t  t h e  p remises  2 7 1 9  - 1 3 t h  
S t r e e t ,  N. W . ,  (Square  2854, Lot 5 7 ) .  

HEARING DATE: A p r i l  2 1 ,  1982 
DECISION DATE: A p r i l  2 1 ,  1 9 8 2  (Bench D e c i s i o n )  

D I  SPOS I T I  ON : The Board D E N I E D  t h e  a p p l i c a t i o n  
by a v o t e  of 5-0 (Connie  F o r t u n e ,  
Walter B. L e w i s ,  W i l l i a m  F.  McIntosh, 
Douglas J.  P a t t o n  and C h a r l e s  R. 
N o r r i s  t o  D E N Y ) .  

FINAL DATE OF ORDER: June  2 2 ,  1982 

ORDER 

By l e t t e r  r e c e i v e d  on June  2 9 ,  1982,  t h e  a g e n t  f o r  t h e  
a p p l i c a n t ,  M r .  N a t h a n i e l  Hughes, r e q u e s t e d  t h e  Board t o  recon- 
s i d e r  i t s  d e c i s i o n  i n  t h e  s u b j e c t  a p p l i c a t i o n .  The r e a s o n  f o r  
t h e  r e q u e s t  w a s  t h a t  M r .  Hughes b e l i e v e d  he had p r e s e n t e d  h i s  
case i n  a n  i n c o h e r e n t  manner due t o  h i s  i n e x p e r i e n c e  w i t h  regard 
t o  t h e  h e a r i n g  p r o c e d u r e s  of t h e  Board. The l e t t e r  f u r t h e r  
m e n t i o m d i n f o r m a t i o n  r e g a r d i n g  t h e  h i s t o r y  of t h e  s u b j e c t  p remises  
w i t h  r e g a r d  t o  i t s  c o n f i g u r a t i o n  and C e r t i f i c a t e o f  Occupancy. 

S e c t i o n  5.42 of  t h e  Ru les  of P r a c t i c e  and Procedure  
Before t h e  Board of Zoning Adjustment  p r o v i d e s  t h a t  "A motion 
f o r  r e c o n s i d e r a t i o n ,  r e h e a r i n g ,  or reargument  s h a l l  s t a t e  
s p e c i f i c a l l y  t h e  r e s p e c t s  i n  which t h e  f i n a l  d e c i s i o n  i s  c la imed 
t o  be  e r r o n e o u s ,  t h e  grounds  of t h e  mot ion ,  and  t h e  re l ie f  s o u g h t .  
Within seven  ( 7 )  days  a f t e r  a motion has  been f i l e d  and s e r v e d ,  
any o t h e r  p a r t y  may f i l e  an answer i n  o p p o s i t i o n  t o  o r  i n  s u p p o r t  
of t h e  motion.  'I 

The Board c o n c l u d e s  t h a t  t he  mot ion  w a s  f i l e d  i n  a t i m e l y  
manner. The Board f u r t h e r  conc ludes  t h a t  t h e  a p p l i c a n t  h a s  n o t  
a l l e g e d  any e r r o r  i n  t h e  f i n d i n g s  made by t h e  Board no r  i s  t h e r e  
any i n d i c a t i o n  t h a t  t h e  mot ion  wasserved on any o t h e r  p a r t y  i n  
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t h e  case. 

T h e  B o a r d  concludes t h a t  t h e  i n f o r m a t i o n  proffered i n  
t h e  l e t t e r  f r o m  t h e  a p p l i c a n t ' s  a g e n t  r e l a t i n g  t o  t h e  configu- 
r a t i o n  of t h e  b u i l d i n g  p r i o r  t o  t h e  purchase of t h e  b u i l d i n g  
by the  a p p l i c a n t ,  t h e  e x i s t i n g  C e r t i f i c a t e  of O c c u p a n c y  f o r  
t h e  s u b j e c t  b u i l d i n g  and an  a p p l i c a t i o n  m a d e  by t h e  a p p l i c a n t  
f o r  a n e w  C e r t i f i c a t e  of O c c u p a n c y  should have been sulsnitted a t  the 
t i m e  of t h e  p u b l i c  hea r ing .  

Upon cons idera t ion  of t h e  foregoing,  t h e  B o a r d  concludes 
t h a t  i t s  dec i s ion  of A p r i l  2 1 ,  1 9 8 2  wassupported by t h e  record, 
and t h a t  it m a d e  no  errors i n  f a c t  or l a w  i n  dec id ing  t h e  
a p p l i c a t i o n .  A c c o r d i n g l y  it i s  ORDERED t h a t  t h e  MOTION f o r  
RECONSIDERATION I S  DENIED. 

VOTE: 5-0 ( C o n n i e  For tune ,  Walter B. L e w i s ,  W i l l i a m  F.  McIntosh, 
D o u g l a s  J. P a t t o n  and C h a r l e s  R. N o r r i s  t o  DENY).  

BY ORDER OF THE D I S T R I C T  OF COLUMBIA BOARD OF ZONING ADJUSTMENT 

ATTESTED BY: 
STEVEN E .  SHER 
E x e c u t i v e  D i r e c t o r  

Jut.. 29 1982 
- F I N A L  DATE OF ORDER: 

UNDER SUB-SECTION 8 2 0 4 . 3  OF THE ZONING REGULATIONS "NO D E C I S I O N  
OR ORDER OF THE BOARD SHALL TAKE EFFECT UNTIL  TEN DAYS AFTER 
HAVING BECOME FINAL PURSUANT TO THE SUPPLEMENTAL RULES OF 
PRACTICE AND PROCEDURE BEFORE THE BOARD OF ZONING ADJUSTMENT." 


